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A venue (APNs 139-25-101-002, 003 and
. Staff recommends DENIAL. (NOTE:

in 10 days)
i Rl : APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg.
City Council Meeting ICI City Council Meeting D

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends DENIAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps - VAR-38586, VAR-38587 and SDR-38585
2. Conditions and Staff Report - VAR-38586, VAR-38587 and SDR-38585
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Photos - VAR-38586, VAR-38587 and SDR-38585

5. Justification Letter
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. Protest Postcard and Telephone Approval Log VAR and -38586 and VAR-38587
. Recordation Notices of Council Action and Conditions of Approval for VAR-38586, VAR-
8587 and SDR-38585

Motion made by STEVEN EVANS to Approve subject to conditions

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 1; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

GLENN TROWBRIDGE, VICKI QUINN, BYRON GOYNES, KEEN ELLSWORTH,
STEVEN EVANS, GUS FLANGAS; (Against-None); (Abstain-RICHARD TRUESDELL);
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

NOTE: Under Item 34, CHAIR TRUESDELL disclosed that he is currently working with the
applicant on projects, so he abstained from voting on Items 36-38 as well.

Minutes:
VICE CHAIR ELLSWORTH declared the Public Hearing open for Items 36-38.
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DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development, explained that the applicant desires to demolish
the existing restaurant and replace it with a larger one with reduced landscaping. Staff
recommended denial, since the hardship is self-imposed by designing a plan that is overbuilt and
under parked. If denied, the existing restaurant would remain, but the applicant could redesign
the site per Title 19 standards.
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TODD FARLOW suggested the applicant and property owner of an adjacent 7-11 convenient
store agree on placing a tree in the limited area space on site. He did not agree that the existing
basement should be eliminated.

Given that the applicant is making efforts to upgrade their establishment and is committed to
finding ways to compensate for the challenged landscaped areas, COMMISSIONER EVANS
supported the request.

Regarding Item 38, MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development, confirmed
that Condition 6 would be deleted and read an additional condition pertaining to the perimeter
trees. LUCIEN PAET, Public Works, read an amendment to Condition 18. MR. WINTER
accepted all of the amendments and conditions as well.

VICE CHAIR ELLSWORTH declared the Public Hearing closed for Items 36-38.



